Comment
The structure of the title complex, (1 ), is quite similar to the isomorphous structures of the iodo complex p-MeOC 6 !4 Te(Et2NCS 2 hl, (2), and the mixed Brll complex p-MeOC6f4Te(EtzNCSzhBro.4IIo.s9, (3), investigated earlier (Husebye, Kudis & Lindeman, 1996a) . Therefore, the discussion will focus only on those structural parameters of complex ( 1) which differ significantly from the corresponding structural parameters of (2) and (3), and are an effect of the halogen-atom replacement. The Te atom in complex ( 1) has pentagonal bipyramidal coordination geometry with two bidentate dithiocarbamate ligands and a Br atom in the equatorial plane. There is an aryl group and a secondary bonded Br atom of a centrosymmetrically related complex in axial positions (Fig. 1) , so that the molecules of (1) are connected into weakly bound dimers via two bridging bromine ligands. This secondary bonding is weaker than in the corresponding iodide [the Te-Br and Te· · ·Br distances differ by 0.480 ( 1) A in ( 1 ), whereas the Te-l and Te· · ·I distances differ by 0.400 ( 1) and 0.394 (2) A in (2) and (3), respectively], in full agreement with the weaker trans influence of Br as compared to I. However, it is somewhat stronger than we expected. We previously believed that the relatively short secondary intermolecular Te· · ·I contacts had a shortening effect upon the corresponding Te· · · Br contacts in the mixed complex (3) (Husebye, Kudis & Lindeman, 1996a) . However, the difference between the Te-Br and Te· · · Br distances in the ordered crystals of ( 1) turned out to be less than that found in (3) [0.572 (6) A]. So the above effect may, on the contrary, be considered rather as a 'loosening' effect. The bond angles C-Te· · ·Br [173.05 (7) 0 ] and Te-Br· · ·Te [89.80 (1) 0 ] have close to 'ideal' values. Such secondary bonding towards 'empty' positions in the coordination sphere of tellurium is quite common in thio and halo complexes (Husebye, 1983; Haiduc, King & Newton, 1994) .
The intramolecular Te-Br bond length in ( 1) [2.943 (1) A] is noticeably lengthened compared with that found in the closely related complex p-MeOC 6~ Te(Me2NCS2)2Br dichloromethane hemisolvate, (4) [2.890 ( 1) A; Husebye, Kudis & Lindeman, 1996b ] , in which the Br atom does not take part in secondary bonding. Nevertheless, the Te-C(Ar) bond in (1), which is located trans to the secondary Te· · · Br bond, has practically the same length [2.147 (3) A] as in (4) [2.145 (3) A], where the additional trans ligand is not a halogen, but a dithiocarbamate group of a neighbouring molecule acting as a 1r ligand. So, the trans influences of these secondary coordinated ligands seem to be similar. The p-methoxyphenyl ligand has the usual planar 1r-conjugated structure; the torsion angle C13-C14-01-C17 is only 3.4 (4) 0 • Both dithiocarbamate ligands are quite symmetrically coordinated to the Te atom, but the S atoms in the quasi-trans positions to bromine are nearer the Te atom than the atoms in the quasi-cis positions: the Te-S 1 and Te-S3 distances are 2.619 ( 1) and 2.618 ( 1) A with corresponding Br-Te-S bond angles of 142.45 (2) and 141.09 (2) 0 , respectively, while Te-S2 and Te-S4 distances are 2.721 (1) and 2.691 (1) A with Br-Te-S angles of 76.55 (2) and 73.65 (2) 0 , respectively. These geometric parameters are very close to those found in (2)-( 4) and are, evidently, the result of a trans influence of the halogen substituent in the equatorial plane.
The Brl-Te 1--C 11 group forms an approximate mirror plane except for the C3 and C8 methyl groups. The main twist of the aryl plane away from this 'mirror' plane is represented by the Br1-Te1-Cll-C16 torsion angle of 15.0 (2) 0 • The Te atom in (1) is practically in the mean plane of the equatorial substituents, in contrast to the shift of 0.055 ( 1) A toward the aryl ligand found in the structure of (2).
The folding of one of the dithiocarbamate chelate rings (S1-C1-S2-Te1) in molecule (1) is less pronounced than in its isomorphous analogue (2) [the folding angles are 8.5 (1) and 12.3 (1) 0 in (1) and (2), respectively, against the aryl ligand along the line S-S]. The other chelate ring maintains its practically planar conformation [the folding angles are 1.9 (1) and 1.8 (1) 0 in (1) and (2), respectively]. Both dithiocarbamate ligands have normal 1r-conjugated structures [the Csp2-N bond distances are 1.316 and 1.323 (4) A, the twist about these bonds is no more than 8.8 (2) 0 and the configuration of theN atoms is planar within 0.030 (3) A].
In contrast to the isomorphous structures (2) and (3), investigated at room temperature, there is no disorder found at low temperature in the structure of (1 ): the C4-C5 group, which was disordered in (2) and (3), has only slightly increased atomic displacement parameters and is syn-oriented relative to the other ethyl group, like the major components in the disordered structures (2) and (3). The other diethyldithiocarbamate ligand has . an anti-orientation of the two ethyl groups.
Experimental
The title complex, ( 1 ), was synthesized by adding a solution of 1.02 mmol of Br2 in 3 ml of CC4 dropwise to a stirred solution of 1.02 mmol of p-MeOC6~Te(Et2NCS2)3 in 15 ml of CH2Ch. The stirring was continued for 2 h. A viscous oil slowly formed over two days. The oil was separated and dissolved in 10 ml of ethanol, to which a few drops of CHiCh were added. Upon standing, orange-yellow crystals of (I) separated out. Yield based on initial Te compound: 81% (0.504 g). 
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